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without perceiving that there exists at least some
colour for the American view. The statement that
the recognition was precipitate, derives, to say the
least, some show of reason from the fact, that of the
great battles of the war not one had been fought when
it occurred (which is saying, in other words, that the
" civil war " had not then actually begun) ; while the
reasoning of our Government, that the United States
themselves had, by blockading the ports in the hands
of the rebels, already declared their belligerency, is
deprived in great part of its value by the further fact
that the Queen's Proclamation appeared before the
issue of the complete Presidential authority for the
blockade of the Southern ports. But even supposing
that the recognition could not, in these respects, be
considered as precipitate, is there no foundation for
the complaint of the United States with regard to it ?
The answer is thought to be absolutely conclusive
that they had blockaded the ports, and thereby them-
selves proclaimed the belligerency of the Southern
States. But is it possible that a Government has not
the power, at the outset of an insurrection, to blockade
ports which may happen to have been seized by rebels,
without conferring upon them belligerent rights, and
entitling them to the .political status which those
rights involve? How would it suit Great Britain
to accept this doctrine for her own ports of Cork
and Waterford, supposing them to have been suddenly
seized by Irish rebels ? Is it, or is it not the fact,
that when these very United States were rebels against
Great Britain, we blockaded some of their ports, and,